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Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)^ Yes e)^ No. 
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Claim(s) discussed: of record . 

Identification of prior art discussed; Schobel . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)n was reached. g)S was not reached, h)^ N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other connnnents: The Examiner informed Ms. Defillo that she planned to discuss the 
instant application with an examiner more skilled in the coating art. The Examiner is uncertain at this time whether the 
amendment and response places the application in condition for allowance. The Examiner suggested that it may be 
helpful, as long as the specification is supportive, to place closed language such as "consisting of* in the claims. The 
response mentions such language, but the change was not incorporated into the claims. 
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